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REMARKS 



Claims 1-16 were pending in the application prior to this response. All claims were 
rejected. Claims 1-6 and 8-16 have been amended herein and claim 7 has been cancelled. 
Reconsideration of the rejections of all pending claims is requested. 

1. Rejection of Claims 1-16 Under 35 § 103(a) 

Claims 1-16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
publication 2002/01477 17 of Barros et a), in view of Anderson (6,538,698). 



Claim 1 is independent and, as amended herein, is directed toward: 

A method of organizing image files, comprising: 

determining at least one first sorting criteria and at least one second 

sorting criteria associated with said at least one first sorting criteria; 

determining a data path, said data path indicating the location of at least 

two image files; 

sorting a plurality of image files, located by said data path, into sets of 
image files based on said at least one first sorting criteria and said at least one 
second sorting criteria; 

creating at least one directory for at least one set of said image files; and 
moving at least one set of image files into the corresponding directory. 

Claim 1 has been amended herein so as to better describe the organization of image 
files. The applicant contend that Barros does not disclose "sorting a plurality of image files, 
located by said data path, into sets of image files based on said at least one first sorting 
' criteria and said at least one second sorting criteria" as claimed in claim 1 . 
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The applicant further contend that the above-described element of claim 1 is not 
:disclosed by Anderson. More specifically, there is no disclosure in Anderson related to first 
'and second sorting criteria. 

Based on the foregoing, the applicant requests reconsideration of the rejection. 

CLAIM 2-6 AND 10 

Claims 2-6 and 10 are ultimately dependent on claim 1 and are deemed allowable by 
way of their dependence and for other reasons. Therefore, the applicants request 
reconsideration of the rejections. 

.CLAIMS 8 AND 9 

Claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 and, as amended herein, is directed toward: 

The method of claim 1 wherein said at least one first sorting criteria is 
the resolution of images represented by said image files. 

Claim 9 is dependent on claim 1 , and as amended herein, is directed toward: 

The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

selecting a file type, wherein said at least one first sorting criteria is the 
file type selected. 

The office action states that Anderson teaches resolution of image files and various 
jtypes or formats of image files. However, neither Anderson nor Barros disclose a sorting 
criteria of resolution as claimed in claim 8 or a sorting criteria of file type sls claimed in claim 
9. Therefore, the combination does not disclose all the elements of either claim 8 or claim 9. 

Based on the foregoing, the applicant requests reconsideration of the rejections. 
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